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FRANCE AND GREAT BRITAIN 





ERHAPS the most significant develop- 

ments in regard to the French occupa- 
tion of the Ruhr is the growing impa- 
tience in England with the policy of bene- 
volent neutrality and the insistence that 
the British government make an open pro- 
test. The British Labor Party and the 
small but influential group headed by 
Lloyd George demand the withdrawal of 
the British troops. The British Cabinet 
is split over the issue, Lord Curzon insist- 
ing that the English troops remain and 
others, mindful of the growing menace to 
Great Britain and Europe in general, show- 
ing more and more restlessness at Bonar 
Law’s policy of watchful waiting. 

The “New Statesman”, a by no means rad- 
ical weekly, protests in vigorous terms 
that 

“The deliberate destruction of German in- 
dustry is somethine which Great Britain cannot 
and will not tolerate. . . . France must abandon 
her present purpose or we shall be forced defi- 
nitely to . . . oppose her by every means in our 
power short of actual violence. . . . The French 
are our enemies again, as they have been for a 
thousand years.” 

There is talk of France declaring that a 
state of war exists by virtue of the Ger- 
man repudiation of the Treaty. At the 
same time French agents are reported 
seeking a basis of compromise in Berlin. 
ae of French violence, at first denied, 
aré apparently substantiated by the pro- 
French New York Times—measures which 
must serve only to stiffen and unify Ger- 
man resistance. 


The Near East 
RANCE has given evidence in the la- 
test reports of negotiations with Ferid 
Bey, the Turkish Ambassador, that her 
policy now tends towards unity with 
Creat Britain, fearing the alternative of 


a separate peace between England and the 
Angova government. , 

Thé@ Tutks last. week issued an ultima- 
tum t all Allied ships of over 1,000 
tons should be withdrawn from Smyrna, 
and minéd the mouth of the harbor. 
Great Britain’s answer was to send a mine 
sweeper ahead of a British cruiser which 
promptly entered the harbor. The British 
government has announced that if the 
Turks open hostilities, the British war- 
ships will use vigorous reprisals. « yy 


World Court’s Important Decision 


HE Permanent Court of International 

Justice, February 7, announced a for- 
mal opinion on the question submitted to 
it by the League of Nations in reference to 
the dispute between France and Great 
Britain growing out of nationality decrees 
issued by France for Tunis and Morocco. 
The issue turned on whether nationality in 
this instance was to be determined on the 
basis of domestic law or of international 
law. The decision affirmed the competence 
of the international jurisdiction and added 
that according to the League Covenant the 
specific issue was a matter for the Council 
of the League. France immediately an- 
nounced its willingness to accept the Court 
decision. 


Re-tieing the Administration’s Hands 


HE House of Representatives by its 

overwhelming vote authorizing the 
conclusion of the debt refunding negotia- 
tions with Britain on the terms already’ 
announced, probably presages similar fav- 
orable action by the Senate. But by in- 
serting in the phrase authorizing similar 
settlements with our other debtors the 
words “but not more favorable in terms,” 
the House has again tied the Debt Refund- 
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ing Commission’s hands. No well-inform- 
ed person seriously believes that the other 
debtor countries can accept terms as oner- 
ous as those accepted by Britain. If the 
Senate accepts this restriction, it will sim- 
ply mean that Congress must again undo 
its own cramping and unsound work. 


Italy Ratifies Washington Treaties 


HE Chamber of Deputies by a vote of 

266 to 23 ratified the Washington Con- 
ference Treaties, February 7. Despatches 
from Paris indicate that this action of Italy 
will probably soon be followed by similar 
ratification by France. It is expected, how- 
ever, that at least two reservations will be 
insisted upon: first, that the limitation on 
French naval armament should not be ac- 
cepted as establishing a principle; second, 
that the Four Power (Pacific) Pact does 
not bind France “to any armed co-opera- 
tion” and does not imply “any alliance.” 
This second reservation is not unlike that 
adopted by the United States. 


Success of Central American Conference 


HE wide scope of the work accom- 

plished by the Central American Con- 
ference in Washington which ended Feb- 
ruary 7 is shown by the following list of 
treaties and conventions adopted: 

1. General treaty of peace and amity. 

2. Convention for the establishment of an in- 
ternationa] Central American tribunal. 

3. Convention for the establishment of inter- 
national commissions of inquiry. 

4. Convention for the establishment of free 
trade. 

5. Convention for the unification of protec- 
tive laws for workmen and laborers. 

6. Convention on the practice of the liberal 
professions. 

7. Convention relative to the preparation of 
projects of electoral legislation. 

8. Convention for the establishment of sta- 
tions for agricultural experiments and animal in- 
dustries. 

9. Convention for reciprocal exchange of Cen- 
tral American students. 

10. Extradition convention. 

11. Convention for the establishment of per- 

manent Central American commissions. 


12. Convention for the limitation of arma- 
ments. 


The United States is a party to two of 
the conventions; that for the establish- 
ment of international commissions of in- 
quiry, and that for the re-establishment of 
a Central American tribunal. (It was the 
United States’ refusal to accept an adverse 
award which ended the earlier Central 
American court.) 

In the arms convention, Guatemala, 
Salvador, Honduras, Nicaragua, and Costa 
Rica agree to limit their armies to an ag- 
gregate number of 16,400 men. Guate- 
mala is to have the largest number, 5,200, 
Costa Rica the smallest, 2,000. The per- 
manent Central American commissions 
provided for by the eleventh convention 
are two, one a Commission on Finance, and 
one a Commission on Means of Communi- 
cation. 











Judged on the basis of these announced 
results the conference was successful. Sec- 
retary Hughes, who initiated it, and Dr. 
Leo S. Rowe, Director of the Pan-Ameri- 
can Union, who was invaluable in reconcil- 
ing differences and softening the animosi- 
ties between various states, deserve cor- 
dial praise. Time only can determine 
whether the “paper” results ripen into ef- 
fective working institutions. Much will 
depend on the goodwill and common sense 
of the Central Americans, but almost as 
much will depend on the degree to which 
our government in good faith lessons its 
extra-legal control in that region. 


An American League of Nations? 


T almost the same moment that Sec- 

retary Hughes protests against the 
proposal to have representatives of the 
League of Nations at the Pan-Ameri- 
can Conference in Santiago next month, 
the President of Uruguay announces that 
he will urge at that meeting the formation 
of an association of American nations. 


This new association would be open to 
not only the sovereign states on this con- 
tinent but also to the islands and terri- 
tories, which are politically dependent upon 
European states, provided these depend- 
encies have their own representative in at 
least one American capital. Such depend- 
encies must also be in a position to de- 
clare that they will carry out and enforce 
the obligations assumed by membership. 


The general outline of the plan was 
summarized in an Associated Press des- 
patch from Montevideo, February 10: 


“The plan as drawn up set forth that the asso- 
ciation considers dangerous to peace and its own 
security any attempt by any nation of another 
continent to extend its domination, either in the 
form of colonization mandate or protectorate to 
any region of the American hemisphere. Also 
any infringement of the rights of a member by 
a country situated on another continent would be 
taken up by the associatiom. 

The association would adopt measures to pre- 
vent any war which would directly or indirectly 
affect any of its members. It would consecrate 
the principle that every. question which, accord- 
ing to the laws of the individual member, should 
be judged by their own judges in no way should 
be removed from its natural jurisdiction by 
means of diplomatic claims except in cases where 
justice was denied. It would also declare that 
the nationality of the land of birth is established 
for the son of a foreigner born in any American 
country. 


The projects establish that if an associated or 
non-associated country should refuse in case of 
conflict to obey decisions adverse to it or should 
refuse pacific solutions, preferring to impose its 
will by force the association would break diplo- 
matic, commercial and financial relations with 
that country and also prevent its holding rela- 
tions with the associated nations.” 

This proposal is at least in part a veiled 
protest against the United States’ growing 
dominance in the Carribbean and Centra! 
America. It will be interesting to see how 
much support it has at Santiago. 
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